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U gicpuxTAION 0F . ANgg OAN stigNE$§ pONOgRNS,
NoN-Q0V40mgilTAi, PIIP-1?6 AND INDIVIDUALS 
CONNE811, V„ABOAP A $OURCS OF r6REIO
INTEILIdENttJg upo 

.,•'•,•	 •

. GENERAL-NANDENOAAG explained that the need for ceordi.,
no4iOn.inthis Ti0 .14-1* .toasburO-that	 agencies' Views and
requirementS-diae:ii410:-:0116-:tpmeNeight. It is also necessary	 .
to avoide , experiencesduring, the war when as many as twelve
agencies-called on a 6inglefirm for-the.same infermatiOn. It
is conSidered.that 	 could Properly'perferm'this eo-
erdinating•fUnctien.	 be able to place
more people on the:job:than any other single agency. • "General
Vandenberg then . requeOted . 0.0.mMenXel:on the paper,:

-	 GENERAL SAMFORDstated that 	 had nc*objection. They
would like to see thepaper approved as it stands if At is
'considered to be strong enough. 	 .

•
.	 ADMIRAL INGLIS saidthat his comment's were primarily to

. clear up the wording,- Be questioned whether this paper referred
to exploitation only in.the United States and suggested that
this point;be •cledred up. .

GENERAL VANDENBgRG Confirmed the fact that the exploita-
tion would occur -only in the United States ., and an amendment to
that offeet was agreed upon.

• COMNANDER McMANUS alSo.noted that the briefing would be
done only with individuals whowere going abroad on short trips,

• and an amendment to that effectwas agreed upon.

. MR. CARSON stated that tho F.B,I, falt : the'directive was
toobl, oad since it might or could conflict with F,B.I's opera-
tions in t"tn United States. Specifically the F.B.I. Objected

including in this directive the exploitatien 	 1;7-1-govern-
mnt groilps and . individuals. with connections abo rL(:4." _Ile sug-
gested that such groups andindividuals be speeJfteally de-
fined or that this directive be confined to Amerio -Ln business
concerns.

GENERAL VANDENBERG stated that it was impossible to define
specifically the groups and individuals which 0.1,0, :wished to
exploit since they included any groups or individuals who might
be sources of foreign 'intelligence information related to the.
national security.. He thought that, in view of the President's
directive, it might be necessary to put this paper before the
N.I.A. if the F.B,I. objected to it. General - Vandenberg noted
that the term ninvestigattons," which 0,1.0, was precluded from
making, by par3graph .9 of the President's directive establishing
the N.I.A., was an entirely different matter from the type of
activities to be coyered-by C.I.G. 12/1. Under this proposed
directive the C;I:G.-:woUld,not . be making invostigations in the
United States for internal security,. criminal or counter intelli-
gende:purposes as the P.B.I'„ uses this term, but.rather would
be collecting foreignA)ositivo intelligence required for the
national•socurity,

,	 .
MR, CARSON pointed out that the information in many cases.	 ,	 .

would nevertheless include what , the	 is seeking.

. GENERAL VANDENBERG stated that whenever that was the case
the information would be turAddover to the	 -

-	 -,	 .
MA. CARSON-netedthat•hiP .concern- was:to avoid conflict

in s this:berderlineregionbetWeen 0.1,0. and.
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GENERAL VANDENBERG questioned how there could be a con-
flict if the V.BII. received tny information of interest to it.

MR. CARSON thought thtt CiI.64 activities might conflict
with similar P,B.T. activities and contacts.

GENERALY.NDENBERG quoted the following paragraphs from a
letter from the Director of the F.B.I. concerning C.I.G. 12/1:

"In the discussion attached to this now proposed
directive it is stated:, 'Foreign intelligence information
related to the national security, although it may be col-
lected from sources whose headquarters ore within the
•limits of the United States and its possessions, is
definitely part of the national intelligence mission, the
coordination of which is specifically a function of the
National Intelligence Authority under the provisions of
the President's letter of 22 January, 1946. 1 This state-
ment is not in agreement with Section 9 cf the President's
letter of January 22 which states: 'Nothing herein shell
be construed to authorize the making of investigrtions
inside the continental limits of the United States and' its
Possessions except as provided Iv law and Presidential
•Directives,'

"I note that in the proposed directive it is stated
that field agents of the Control Intolli.gence Group will

•establish and maintain liaison with the intelligence
officers of local Army and Navy headqvarters and Air Force
headquarters. If this means that the CIG will establish
offices in the United States or will operate field agents
within thq United States or its possessions, I am of the
opinion that this is not within the provisions of the
President's original directive, I did not understand that
the President's original directive contemplated tho
Central Intelligence Group engaging in any such activities
within the United States and its possessions."

LNGLIS said that he gathered from th: c IL:; 4:r that
tie	 feels that it has the exclusive riR: 11-	 any
!nful'mation within the continental limits of tm 	 3t,ates.
lie pointed out that the Navy Department, and ho undol .ttoed the
'nor Department, has always collected' foreign intollIgenct, in-
formation within the United States.

GENERAL VANDENBERG stated that he failed to see how the
C.I.G. could contact business firms without establishing ficli
offices for this purpose.

GENERAL CHAMBERLIN asked whether it was planned to assign
specific groups to be contacted by the various agencies. He
thought it might be possible to specify which groups would be
contacted by F.B.I. and which by other agencies.

• GENERAL VANDENBERG explained thpt it is difficult to drew
a line in that manner since, for example, shipping firms
normally contacted by the Navy might have information of direct
interest to the Army.

• GENERAL SAMFORD said, that he understood the purpose of this
directive was primarily to coordinate recognized activities.

. GENERAL CHAMBERLIN suggested that the paper be amended to
require consultation with the F.B.I. on the advisability of con-
tacts of other than American business cencerns. With that change
he suggested that the meeting eonsider.any.further:amendments
and : then, subMit , the . paper as amended to the N.I,A.
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..LAYAtOted paragi4aPh 3 of tIA 'Directive No 1 as

,
Any'rpeOththendation-Vhicn:Y04-andithe Intelligence

AdVitiorY'Board approyb unanimoUfily and have the exist-
ing authority to execUtOthay:be.put into effect without
adtionloy , this AuthOrity.".

He pointed out that,'if, this ‘ directivo were tonfined te activi-
ties of the State l ' liar and Navy Departments and 	 and the
IA,B.members rePro8f4iting‘theseDepartment s concurred. the
directive Could be iSstód.forthwi.th .

ADMIRAL IXGLI$:reaomthended and GENERAL CHAMBERLIN con-
curred, thet . the F.B.I. be given anopportunity to study the
amended version of CtI,G. 12/1.

• GENERAL VANDENBERG suggested. that Mr. Carson consult with
the Director of F„B.,I, as to whether the amended paper would be
acceptable. If the F,I. concurred, the directive could be
issued forthwith. If the F.B.I. did no concur, a split paper
shotld then be submitted to the

Tho Beard concurred with General Wndenberg's suggestions,
subject to the understanding that if the F.B.I. did not concur,
the Board would have another meeting prior to submitting thu
paper to the N.I,A.

ADMIRAL INGLIS suggested a footnote on page 6 defining tho
terms "central register" and ''contact register." He also sug- •
gested an amendment of paragraph 3 , E of the directive since, for
example, Naval Reserve officers would prefer briefing by 0.N.I.,
which.therefore would obtain*more information from them.

• After further discussion of this paragraph an amendment
was agreed upon.

1NGLIS stated that he wished the mir.	 to show
clg:, oed 1.aterpretation of the meaning of pa),:'ar4:, 	 tho

.71Al‘eatIv, For example, if C,N,I. makes a cont, 'La . ; vontnct
noOld be told that his nathp will be placed in thc, cor :7401-, rogis-
tex, If the'contact . does . not.agree,. Admiral ;.6.gils
whetherythat meant that O.N.I.. 	 could not use' thia contaoL

GENERAL VANDEVBERG , thought that the contact would be will-
ing to agree if he know that it would save him from interroga-
tion by another agency for the same purpose.

'GENERAL SAMFORD,questioned.why the contact needed to know
that his name would be placed in the'register..

'ADMIRAL INGLIs.felt that 'this was necessary in order to
.play fair and Sq-acre:,

. GENERAL VANDENBERG suggested that the contact be asked ns
diplomatical].yza.possible whether he objecte“b:having his •

.,.name in the, contactAregister. Tr the Contact -veuld object, then
ask him* if, he Votld%flind:having a roPresentative . of C.I.G. par.-

LtidilicU 'in the brielue'AindA9144ering. .1f the contact still
objected, the briefin&agencY . 411;.buld chock with the 	 as to

.1,rhat.informittion.other:agenci05 might want

. GENERAL SAMFORD : .questioneciNhother the existence of the
.contact register aiduld not be- kePt.41ghlY ,secret.

—,
.GENERAL VANDENBERG'agreed that if possible—the contact

register . shOuld.net:.be mentioned.•

ADMIRAL 'INGLIS pointed out thc.t individual0 froquently.
volunteer their assistance..	 • Contacts may state that their
financial security, co :employment and possibly life itself



dependdion the asoUrande thatthe discussion will not go beyond
the immediate:partiCipatits.: 'Zh 8udh cases Admiral Inglis con-
sidered.that	 talir to giVe their names to the contact
register without perMittiet	 •

CORAL NANDENBERG . suggested that contacts be told that,
to prevent their being approached by other agencies, 4 highly
:secure central point has been established where 'all contacts
are cleared.

GENERAL SAMFORD felt, and it w4s agreed, that the names of
contacts should be given to the contact register unless they
insisted upon secrecy.'

•
COLONEL .EDDY suggested, and it was agreed upon; that

certain changes be made in paragraphs 3 g and 5 of the pro-
posed directive and that paragraph I. the-ieef . be deleted since
the terms of that paragraph were already covered by •previous
directives.

THE INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD:

a. Concurred in Appendix l'A" to C.LG. 12/1 as amended
at the Meeting, except for the representative of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation Who undertook to
present the amonded directive to the Director of
F.B.I. for further consideration (amended directive
subsequently circulated as the Enclosure to
C.I.G. 12/2).

b. Agreed with the Director of Central Intelligence that:

(1). If the Director of theF,B.I. concurred in the
Enclosure, , it would be issued forthwith ae a
directive.	 •

(2) If the Director of the F.B,I..did not concur
in'the Enclosure, the Intelligence Advisory
.70dr•d. would'meet'again to dismiss zu:mitting this
matter to 'theNational Intelligono?
for decision.

Noted the interpretation of the prc:c .dlizrnc; tO'be
followed under ;the proposed directi 	 co 6.evelopeC, .
in discussion-pt the'Meeting.
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